effective prevention campaigns. This is the "lesson of history" used to argue for a liberal policy approach.
The book is not a work of original scholarship. Clark is bringing together a body of historical and current writing about AIDS and epidemic disease, much of which is familiar. Despite his historical analysis of widely different cultures, his focus in the present is almost entirely on the United States and the impact of AIDS in that particular culture. Even within the U.S., he takes no account of more recent disease formulations, such as the "chronic disease" model, which has been widely discussed. AIDS, whether rightly or wrongly, is no longer seen within the epidemic model; it would have been helpful to have some consideration of those more recent changes. Outside the U.S., too, AIDS has been a much less powerful force for the reform of health care systems. In the U.K., for example, AIDS funding has been the victim of recent health service changes rather than a driving force for change.
The book is therefore of limited relevance to a non-American audience, although it is well produced and illustrated by thirteen Danziger's analysis explores this question from two angles. First, following recent trends in history and sociology of science, Danziger argues that in any scientific investigation, choice of experimental method employed, research object investigated, and result obtained are all intimately linked. Thus the nature of the object at the centre of scientific inquiry will depend. at least in part, on the style of investigation adopted, and viceversa. In terms of psychology, Danziger identifies three types of experimental investigation as dominant: a Wundtian style of expert-performed experimental introspection, a French style of clinical-experimental investigation of individual subjects, and a Galtonian style of large-scale statistical analysis. Each, Danziger claims, was organized around a particular set of research questions, used distinctive methods of data production and analysis, and created a specific type of experimental subject.
Second, Danziger insists that this generic interrelation of the elements constituting the experimental endeavour becomes more complicated when human beings are transformed into research subjects, because of their responsiveness to the social settings in which they are placed and the behavioural expectations they bring to those situations. Thus, according to Danziger, analysis of the experiment as a distinct social realm is, within psychology, particularly important. Changes in environment, in personnel, or in definition of social role can all radically alter how a human subject will respond under any given circumstance. In addition Danziger points out that there exists no prima facie assurance that knowledge produced within the particular social configuration of the psychological experiment will apply beyond its boundaries. Partially for these reasons, the generation of stable knowledge claims with broad-scale implications, Danziger suggests, has proven extraordinarily problematic for psychology as a discipline.
In addition to historicizing and contextualizing the notion of the subject, two other features of Constructing the subject will be of particular interest to medical historians. Chapter Two is a brilliant exercise in prescriptive historiography. Anyone considering writing a history of a psychiatric disorder would be well advised to heed the first five of Micale's ten recommendations in particular. The stability of syndromes over time, the need to unite internal and external histories in a "sociosomatic" model of disease, widening the case history base, accessing past practices and therapeutics in addition to elite theory-all these vital issues are eloquently aired.
Chapter Three moves outside the medical literature to the use of hysteria as a metaphor
